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BRENT 


THIS. IS Leftie Labour MP Paul Boateng making an 
ass of. himself on stage—as a lewd law lord. 


ONOURABLE 


The Honourable Member for Brent bared almost every- 
thing at a riotous left-wing party. 
He had a 2,000-strong audience—including many gays and lesbians— 


-string MP bares 


roaring when he 
pulled kack his gown 
to reveal a brief, 
black and bulging G- 
string. 

The crude picture has 
landed Boateng, a lead- 
ing Methodist, in hot 
water with the World 


_ Council of Churches. 


Boateng, 36, is a Vice 
Moderator of the body 
and an official said: 


“We expect someone in 
his position to behave with 


9 


a little more dignity. 


Boateng, a solicitor, 
sits on Labour’s comm- 
ittee on crime and polic- 
ing and was a member 
of the Police Training 
Council. 

He won Brent South 
with a 7,931 majority. 

Even some of bewigged’ 
Boateng’s cronies were 
shocked at his amazing 


all for gay Lefties: 


By IAIN MACASKILL 


antics during the thrash 
at London’s County Hall. 


Fellow Left-wing MP 
“Red” Ken Livingstone— 


dressed up as Robin 
Hood—was stunned into 
silence by his  colleague’s 
raunchy rig-out. 


Boateng is no stranger to 


controversy—he . broke 


- House of Commons rules 


in his maiden speech by 
attacking Government pol- 
icy on the inner cities in a 
foreign affairs debate. 


When asked about the 
picture yesterday, Boateng 
said angrily : “I don’t talk 
to the News of the World.” 

Tory MP Geoffrey Dick- 
ens stormed last night: “No 
one wants to see their MP 
carry on like a -drag 
queen—no wonder we're 
nervous of letting TV eam: 
eras into Parliament.” 


OUT OF ORDER: A full frontal picture of “Judge” Paul Boateng, MP 


The clowns and dwarfs of ‘democracy’ 


(COMMENT ON PAGE 2) 
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Nationalist CO 


Whose pygmies are 
the most pygmy? 

It is American primary time and, as is 
customary, our media are submitting us to the 
big yawn of US politics, reported as if they 
had the same importance to us as a general 
election in our own country. George Gordon, 
writing for the Daily Mail from New 
Hampshire, USA, headed his article ‘The 
battle of the pygmies’ and proceeded to 
comment scathingly on the mediocre qualities 
on the competing candidates, saying: ‘‘It is 
now Clear that a first-class power must inevit- 
ably elect a second if not third-class 
president...So perhaps it is symbolic that 
George Bush for the Republicans and 
Michael Dukakis for the Democrats should 
come out on top of the assorted political 
spear-carriers acting out their White House 
fantasies in the remote theatre of a New 
England primary.’’ Mr. Gordon went on to 
explain the depressing calibre of the 
candidates by speaking of their subservience 
to ‘‘the vested interests and powerful lobbies 
that manipulate and shape American policy.” 


No doubt so. But we in Britain have no - 


reason to be smug on this matter, for in all- 
round dwarfishness the vast majority of 
political ‘leaders’ in this country are more 
than a match for their counterparts over the 
Atlantic. | 
On the front page of the News of the World 


Advertising matter, 
intended. The Ed 


uire such alteration to be made. 
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on February 14th was a picture of a man 
almost naked but for a judge’s wig that he 
was wearing in an attempt to ridicule the law 
lords. The man thus photographed was none 


other than-the elected member of parliament 


for the constituency of Brent (North West 
London), Mr. Paul Boateng. The report 


accompanying the photo said:- 


‘The Honourable Member for Brent bared 
almost everything at a riotous left-wing party. 


‘He had a 2,000-strong audience — including 


many gays and lesbians — roaring when he 
pulled back his gown to reveal a brief, black and 
bulging G-string. 

‘*Even some of bewigged Boateng’s cronies were 
shocked at his amazing antics during the thrash at 
London’s County Hall. ; 
‘*Fellow left-wing MP ‘Red’ Ken Livingstone — 
dressed up as Robin Hood — was stunned into 
Silence by his colleague’s raunchy rig-out. 


None of this should cause us surprise. For 


Boateng is merely one of several hundred 


public clowns who have managed to get 
themselves installed in seats in the ‘Mother of 
Parliaments’, along with colleagues so grey 
and colourless you wouldn’t notice them if 
they came into a room accompanied by a 
thunder-clap. They are the second, third and 
fourth-raters that inevitably graduate to 
public office under our democratic party 
system. And much the same kind of political 
circus exists in America, and so it is not extra- 
ordinary that, there too, the nation’s political 
bosses should consist of the same medly of 
harlequins and nonentities. 

Considering that under ‘democracy’ the 
people’s elected representatives are nothing 
but marionettes dangled on the ends of strings 
by much more powerful people hidden from 
public view (as acknowleged in the Daily Mail 
report), it-would be surprising if anyone was 
allowed ever to get to the top in politics who 
was endowed with any real intelligence or 
force of character of the kind needed for true 
leadership. 

It is said that the people get the politicians 
they deserve, and the same is true of political 
systems. 

Now that the Commons here in Britain has 
voted for the TV cameras to be allowed within 
its walls, we can look forward to seeing, as 
well as hearing, these grotesque wallies 
perform in the daily parliamentary debates. 
Let’s hope that that spectacle serves to 


nt the views of the Editor or the 


in double-spacing. No payment is 


increase public consciousness of the stature 
(or lack of it) of those whom our votes elevate 
to the most exalted offices in the land. 


Common Market sell-out 


Last month we were treated to the familiar 
spectacle of Mrs. Thatcher stalking, handbag 
brandished, into the councils of the Common 
Market to the accompaniment of martial ai ` 
played by the Tory press — all designed to 
create the scenario for a ‘Churchillian’ stand 
for British interests. In the outcome, the 
prime minister returned — with what? Boiled 
down to the nuts and bolts, just another sell- 
out. 


THATCHER (WITH CHIRAC) 
After all the huff and puff, she brought 
home practically nothing from European 
conference | 


The Common Agricultural Policy remains 
intact, although, for appearance’s sake, a 
ceiling has been put on its cost. European 
farmers will continue to be paid too much. 
The huge mountains of butter and grain will 
continue to accumulate. Each British family 
will continue to pay £550 a year more for its 
food than it should have to. 

The Common Market is just one more area 
— race, crime and Northern Ireland are others 
— in which Maggie has been depicted by the 
media as a doughty crusader with a firm 
resolve, but in which, in reality, she has 
shown the fibre of a jellyfish. Just when will 
the great myth of the ‘Iron Lady’ be 
exploded? 


Eire keep out! 

Even by its own standards, the govern- 
ment’s recent handling of the Ulster situation 
has been pathetic. 

It started with a decision that was perfectly 
correct: the decision not to prosecute those 
officers of the RUC believed to have carried 
out a ‘shoot-to-kill’ policy against known 


~ IRA activists. Britain is at war in Ulster, and 


when you are in a war killing your enemy — 
strange though it may seem to some people — 
is the object of the exercise. Although this 
particular practice is not to be commended in 
normal circumstances of policing operations, 
the circumstances in Ulster are not normal, 
and they therefore call for an entirely different 
response. Though the victims of the shootings 


may not have been tried and found guilty of 
acts of terrorism by a court, the fact that they 
were known by the RUC to be involved, even 
if only as auxiliaries, in the war of subversion 
in the province is good enough reason for this 
magazine to weep no tears over their demise. 

When, as was quite predictable, the 
government of the Irish Republic started 
expostulating in protest against the decision 
not to prosecute these RUC officers, the 
correct response by our own government 
would have been to tell them to mind their 
own business. Northern Ireland is Britain’s 
affair and no-one else’s. That a foreign 
government should poke its nose in here is 
nothing less than intolerable. 

But instead, our government was prepared 
to sit down and talk to the Dublin government 
about the matter, Mrs. Thatcher taking time 
in the midst of her Brussels schedule to confer 
with Irish premier Haughey, a nauseating 
little upstart if ever there was one. 

Worse still, the government was prepared 


to meet the Dubliners and also discuss with- 


them the decision not to allow the appeal. of 
the Birmingham pub bombers and the recent 
action of continuing the operation of the 
Prevention of Terrorism Act — again both 
_ matters which have nothing to do with any 
outside interests, the Irish Republic included. 

Now, as aresult of these discussions — and 
no doubt also ‘pressure’ from other quarters 
— anew investigation into the ‘shoot-to-kill’ 
affair is to be launched. 

The whole performance has been 
lamentable, and it just highlights again the 
abysmal weakness of this government when it 
comes to defending the British interest and 
British independence and nationhood, 
whether in Ireland or in Europe. 


What is behind the 
Waldheim affair? | 

We believe there is much more to the 
Current rumpus over Austrian president Kurt 
Waldheim than meets the eye. 

It is absolutely certain that, when Wald- 
heim was made secretary-general of UNO 
several years ago, there was a thorough 
vetting of his entire background, including of 
course his record as an officer in the German 
Army in World War II. Had there been 
anything in this record that might have cast 
doubt on Waldheim’s qualification for the 
UNO post, you can be absolutely sure that it 
would have been found at that time. 

Yet nothing was found to disqualify 
Waldheim from the top UNO job. 

Now we are told that ‘new information’ has 
come to light which indicates that, as a 
German officer in the war, Waldheim knew 
of certain ‘war crimes’ but did nothing to stop 
them, thus casting himself in the role of a 
passive collaborator in these allaged crimes. 

The whole business stinks. 

Our guess is that sometime between his 
having vacated his UNO secretary- 
generalship and his running for the Austrian 
presidency Waldheim said or did something 
to put himself on the international Zionist 
blacklist. The matter may well have been 
quite small, but sufficient to convince the 

‘world’s real rulers that Dr. Waldheim would 
inot be the reliable lackey that western heads 
of state and government are expected to be. 

He had to be politically destroyed, and the 


fact that he served in the German forces in the 
war made this not a difficult task. In view of 
the vast web of mythology that has been 
constructed around all German operations in 
all the theatres of the war, a mythology in 
which there was nowhere, apparently, where 
the German presence was not attended by 
some ‘atrocity’ or other, it is perfectly easy to 


. link by association with these ‘atrocities’. 
practically every person alive who wore the 


German uniform at the time. 

Merely by refusing to carry out orders — 
for which the penalty inevitably was the firing 
Squad — just about every member of the 
German forces could be linked with whatever 


‘war crime’, real or imagined, that occurred 


in the vicinity in which he served. 

So, in a sense, every person who served in 
or with the German forces in those days is a 
hostage — he can readily be turned into a ‘war 
criminal’, even if only a small one, if he does 
not do exactly as he is told. 

_ At the time this copy goes to press, it is not 


yet known whether Waldheim will survive as. 


Austrian president or not. 

But there is one thing that can be said with 
certainty. The Waldheim affair has demon- 
strated, with overwhelming clarity, the power 
and malignancy of the international Zionist 
machine of pressure, intimidation and 
vengeance that is liable to be used against any 
politician, in any country, who falls out of 
Zionist favour. It also demonstrates how 
practicaly every contemporary government, 
particularly in the West, is petrified of 
courting Zionist wrath. The government of 
Austria, had it had any national self-respect, 
would have long ago told the world Zionist 
lobby to refrain from poking its nose in 
Austria’s affairs. But no! Throughout the 
Waldheim saga, the Austrian government has 
genuflected with sickening obsequiousness to 
Zionist commands in the manner in which it 
has demonstrated almost a collective nervous 
breakdown over the matter of Waldheim. 


We do not find the Austrian president a 


particularly appealing figure. But we hope 
very much that he digs his heels in and gets 
the support of his country in holding on to his 
post — for that will be a smack in the eye for 


the international Zionist busybodies and 


Coward’s piii (alldte)e ai Hitler’ s 
(right): which is superior? 


meddlers who think they have a right to tell 
every nation how it will run its affairs and 
whom it will choose for what office. 

Come to think of it, what on earth are 
Zionists doing hunting ‘war criminals’ when 
there is more than a generous share of such 
people among the present and recent past 
leaders of the State of Israel? _ 


What is a masterpiece? 

Quite a few men who attained eminence 
outside the art world were amateur painters 
themselves and, in view of their international 
reputations, conferred upon their artistic 
products considerable curiosity value. 
Winston Churchill was one, and another, 
apparently, was Sir Noel Coward. : 

In The Daily Mail of February 19th there 
was a report on a sale of Coward’s paintings 
held at Christie’s in London, at which 
pictures changed hands for a total of more 


than £% million. The Mail, in mentioning 


this, chose to refer to Coward’s products as 
eae of art’ — and in its headlines at 
that! 

We reproduce here a sample of one of these 

‘masterpieces’ so that our readers may decide 
for themselves whether it fits such a descrip- 
tion. It is of a scene in Jamaica, and it fetched 
£55,000. 

This editor, speaking personally, has seen 
far better pictures exhibited on the walls of 
schoolrooms and painted by unsung 12-year- 
olds. 

Along with this ‘masterpiece’ by Sir Noel, 
we reprint on this page another painting, 
which is of the Minorite Church in Vienna. It 
too was painted by a man who was not a 
professional but nevertheless later in life 


made his mark in other fields. His name? : 


Adolf Hitler. 

Honestly, which painting is the better? 

Clearly, in this day and age, being King of 
the Poofters is a greater qualification for 
eminence and acclaim in the world of art than 
actual merit as an artist — for we have yet to 
hear the description ‘masterpiece’ bestowed 
on any of the works produced by the man 
whose painting is here exhibited beside that of 
the writer of Bitter Sweet. 
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CONSISTENCY 


IN INCONSISTENCY 


In the humbug and contradictions of ‘liberalism’, says 
JOHN TYNDALL, there is the relentless logic of 


destruction 


PEREGRINE WORSTHORNE, writing 
recently in the Sunday Telegraph, put the 
spotlight on a phenomenon well known to 
those who trouble themselves to laok 
beneath the surface of mere words and 


slog that dominate today’s media 
hea . In a leader article headed ‘The 


oppressive face of modern liberalism’, he 

said:- 
“Free speech, to the liberal, is increasingly a 
matter of being allowed to say or write things that 
liberals approve of. Freedom of the press to 
publish official secrets — that must be permitted, 
since it is in the public interest. But on no account 
must the press be free to say or write anything that 
might upset good race relations, since that would 
be against the public interest. As a non-liberal 
editor, I can see the points for curtailments of free 
speech on both counts. Not so the liberal editor, 
who has no objection to being muzzled by the 
courts in the matter of race, and only cries ``Press 
freedom in danger’ when the courts order him to 
refrain putting national security at risk. `` 


And Worsthorne continued:- 


“The same double-standards apply even more 
blatantly to the liberal’s support of democracy 
and authoritarianism. In fact the greatest breach 
of all democratic principles perpetrated in this 
country this century was the series of covert 
decisions, all taken against the popular will, 
which resulted in this country becoming a multi- 
racial society — a transformation more protound 
and more irreversible than any mere political or 
industrial revolution. No fearless investigator 
from the Guardian or the Observer terreted out the 
truth of what was going on in respect of this 
particular conspiracy against the people. If 
anything, the liberal media allowed itself to 
become part of the conspiracy, playing down the 
tacts so as not to arouse too much public oppos- 
ition. To all intents and purposes, the creation of a 
multi-racial society was a liberal coup d'etat and to 
this day it has never been legitimised by any 
convincing constitutional process... 

"When Mrs. Thatcher opposes the liberal elites 
they accuse her of authoritarianism, even when 
she has got the great mass of public opinion on 
her side. When the liberal elites were in power and 
governed autocratically against the grain of 
public opinion, that apparently constituted no 
threat to freedom. `` 


While we may quibble with Worsthorne’s 
suggestion that there is a point for curtailment 
of free speech on race, and while we may 
doubt the true seriousness of Mrs. Thatcher's 
‘opposition’ to the liberal elites and the 
implication that those elites are no longer in 
power, it remains a fact that the broad 
substance of what Worsthorne says here is 
correct. To the liberal, people's right to be 
‘free’ to say or do this or that is one to be 


accordance with whether such exercises of 
freedom produce results which assist, or 
hinder, the goals of liberalism. Where the 
latter is thought to be likely, ‘democratic’ 
principles are quickly forgotten and ‘demo- 
cratic’ practices conveniently suspended. The 
liberal-democrat dons the clothes of the most 
rigid autocrat. 


‘PERMISSIVE CENSORSHIP’ 


A similar theme ran through an article in 
The Spectator of the 21st November, entitled 
‘Permissive censorship’. The article was 
written by the now repentant former leftie 
Paul Johnson, who these days has become a 
Thatcherite. While much of Mr. Johnson’s 
writings still consist of nonsense, he does 
nowadays occasionally hit the bullseye. In 
this piece he said:- 


`*In recent years it has been fascinating, and also 
frightening, to watch the developing paradox 
whereby the era of permissiveness, introduced in 
the 1960s, has become in the 1980s the era of 
Permissive Censorship. The old taboos have been 
turned on their heads, rather as Marx upended 
Hegel's dialectic. Sections of society who once 
complained of injustice, like Blacks, 
homosexuals and militant women, now demand 
not just equality but privilege, including the right 
to censor their critics. With the help of their 
liberal allies, they are getting their way too. There 
are now large and important areas ot public policy 
where open debate is impossible. `` 


Touching, like Worsthorne, on the subject 
of race, Johnson continued:- 


‘+ | think it can be truthfully said that no news- 
paper now dares to publish articles which discuss 
Britain's race problems frankly. Legal censorship 
by the Race Relations Industry is reinforced by 
such bodies as the Press Council, the NUJ and 
other unions. as well of course by Labour- 
controlled local authorities. ` 


And:- 


** Permissive censorship now operates throughout 
the arts, with varying degrees of severity. When 
US feminists succeeded, at least for some time, in 
preventing the New York publication ot Kingsley 
Amis’s Stanley and the Women, people said that 
such things couldn't happen over here. Not quite 
in the same way. of course. But permissive 
censorship is being operated all the time by the 
television duopoly. The suppression of lan 
Curteis's Falklands play proves that it is 
impossible to get into the BBC any dramatic 
material on this subject, however brilliantly 
written, which does not present Mrs. Thatcher in 
an untavourable light. `` 


This piece of mostly common sense is 
spoilt in the last two lines by the making of the 


determined with careful selectivity, and in prime minister the martyr of the liberal 
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censorship process, whereas the real truth is 


that the purpose of the suppression of the 


Curteis play on the Falklands War was to 
exclude anything which might contain a 
patriotic or nationalist message. However, 
again the main substance of what the author 
Says 1s wholly justified. And he goes on, 
speaking of themes that would stand no 
chance of getting an airing on TV:- 

**Nor would a play which illustrated the role of 

homosexuals in spreading AIDS, or the cruelty 

and intolerance often practised by social workers, 

or the tricks and frauds of a left-wing ‘investigat- 

ive journalist’, or the arguments in favour of such 

permissive hate-subjects as capital punishment or 

foxhunting. Imagine a play putting, say, the 

ordinary white South African in a good light. It 

might be written with the skill of Shakespeare but 

it would not get a showing on British televis- 

ion.” 


INCONSISTENCY 


The theme, of course, of both these 
writers’ observations is that of inconsistency, 
the inconsistency between the theory and 
practice of liberalism, and between liberals’ 
adherence to their professed principles in 
certain cases and their blatant: desertion of 


_ those same principles in others. The paradox 


can of course be explained by a distinction 
between ends and means. To those adhering 
to the liberal-leftist world view, illiberal 


- methods are thoroughly justified when they 


are adopted in pursuit of ultimate liberal 
objectives — an ethos in which liberals and 
communists find common ground, as in so 
much else. It is always necessary to lie, 
however, about what forms the essential core 
of the doctrine of liberalism. And the most 
basic lie is the claim that the liberal goal is a 
world of ‘freedom’; in fact, liberalism’s 
goals, and the goals of its allies on the left, 
have nothing to do with any such ‘freedom’; 
‘freedom’is simply a convenient mask behind 
which to obfuscate and confuse. As I have 
indicated, it is deemed good when it advances 
liberal aims, while bad when it does not. 

But the examples given earlier only touch 
the surface of the massive catalogue of 
inconsistencies that exist in the liberal-leftist 
picture of the contemporary national and 
world scene. There is so much more that can 
be found. 

Ivor Benson, writing in Behind the News, a 
penetrating monthly commentary on current 
affairs which, like Spearhead, has no hope of 
being sold in bookshops or newsagents, nor 


Contd. on next page 


quoted in the ‘establishment’ press, because it 
is on the liberal-leftist blacklist — had this to 
say in the February 1988 issue, dealing with: 
the situation in Northern Ireland:- 


“An infinitely complex and contradictory picture 
is presented as Irishmen kill and are killed in 
Ulster tor a nationalist ideal which has been 
almost wholly deprived of meaning in the 
Republic of Ireland. While the IRA fight for a 
piece of territory which they claim for Ireland, in 
the South a Republican Government has been 
permitted to surrender a substantial portion of 
national sovereignty by joining the European 
Economic Community... 

“The picture is made even harder to read by the 
wholly disproportionate Irish contribution to 
English culture, especially in literature. If there is 
any difference between the Irish and the British 
capable of evoking a Sinn Fein (‘ourselves 
alone’) response, it can only be one of phase, that 
subtle sense of ditference which so distinguishes 
the English, Scots and Welsh. `` 


And later the writer says:- 


`... The paradox that needs to be resolved is that 
of an inflamed Irish nationalism (what could be 
more right-wing?) ` being enthusiastically 
applauded and encouraged by the most radical 
revolutionary elements of the left. Here we see in 
alliance an ideal of particularist national and 
cultural identity (Sinn Fein) and a revolutionary 
universalist ideal wholly committed to the 
extirpation of every form of national and cultura! 
identity and awareness. `` 


Precisely so. All that remains to be added is 
a comment on how curious it is that such 
obvious contradictions as those pointed out 
by Mr. Benson in the Ulster situation are not 
the subject of much wider comment by 
writers, journalists and political spokesmen 
everywhere. 


Thatcher downwards (who one would have 
thought would be eager to seize upon 
arguments to expose the absurd suppositions 
of their opponents), placed emphasis on such 
inconsistencies? Why does it fall to the odd 
commentator, like Mr. Worsthorne and Mr. 
Johnson, in just the occasional article, to 
point out things which should occupy centre 
stage in all current political debate? 


WORLD OF CONTRADICTION 


To the contradictions mentioned by the 
writers quoted, a list could be added that is 
almost endless in its scope. I will simply 
illustrate here a few of particular prominence 
that come to mind:- 


(1) Related not too distantly to the observ- 
ations made by Mr. Benson about Ireland, 
there is the claim that the former British 
Dominions, which comprised the most 
important kernel of what we used to be 
pleased to call the Empire, must now be 
treated as ‘foreign’ countries, on the grounds 
that ‘inevitably’, they have developed their 
Own nationalism and must be regarded as 
having destinies separate from Britain; 
parallel with this purported development, 


there is the claim that nationalism is now ‘out 


of date’ and that the world is progressing 
towards greater political and economic 
integration, ‘interdependence’ and ‘pooled’ 


Why indeed have not the 
politicians of the so-called ‘right’, from Mrs. - 


ULSTER 
Murder and destruction in the name of Irish Republican ‘nationalism’ while the policy of 
the Republic itself is internationalist 


sovereignty. Why is it right for Britain to 
become increasingly alienated from her 
overseas kith and kin, while it is also right for 
her to become increasingly integrated with 
the rest of the world, and particularly the 
countries of the EEC? 

(2) And why, in the former Dominions, is a 
new ‘nationalism’ being proclaimed while at 


the same time the governments of those same 


former Dominions are working with frantic 
haste to turn their countries into ethnic 


melting pots, in thorough conformity with the- 


new ‘world order’ which decrees that nation- 
alism is out of date, and which world order 
they enthusiastically support? Why, in 
Australia, for instance, the drive to achieve 
separation from Britain in the name of 
‘nationalism’ parallelled by an equally 
intensive drive to bring about integration with 
Asia, and Asians, in the name of ‘internat- 
ional brotherhood’? 3 

(3) In the wake of imperial dismantlement, 
not just by Britain but also by other former 
imperial powers, we are told that the former 
colonies — of Africa, Asia, the West Indies, 
etc. — have become ‘independent’. Why 
then are they not independent economically? 
Why do we have to continue supporting them 
with economic subsidies? Why have we only 
shed the powers and privileges of empire but 
not the burdens? 

(4) And why are these continual economic 
subsidies regarded as being necessary and 
justified, now more than a generation after 
these countries were relieved of the colonial 
yoke, if, as is claimed, their peoples are 
‘equal’ to us? 

(5) The ‘official’ explanation of Britain’s and 


America’s involvement in World War II is 

that we had to fight to free the small nations of 
Europe and to liberate that continent from 

‘totalitarianism’. Why then have we not gone 

to war to free small nations from Soviet rule 

and Soviet totalitarianism? 

(6) Today, there is a largely integrated 

western defensive alliance against the alleged 

threat of Soviet military power. Yet who 

collaborated in bringing that very Soviet 

military power right into the heart of Europe, 

by support for the Soviets in World War II and 

complicity in the Yalta Agreement after- 

wards? And who are today keeping the Soviet 

economy alive by extensive financial and 

technological aid, and by the selling off of 
butter and other food ‘mountains’ to the 

Soviets at knock-down prices? Why, the very 

western nations whom the Soviets are 

supposed to be ‘threatening’! 

(7) Why, in Britain, is generous financial 

support being given by local authorities to 

ethnic minority groups, supposedly for the 

preservation of those groups’ distinctive 

ethnic cultures and customs, while it is at the 

Same time being claimed that these groups are 

‘British’ and that it is desirable to integrate 

them into the host population? 

(8) And if, as might be anticipated, the’ 
answer given to the foregoing question is that - 
the preservation of separate ethnic cultures is 

not incompatible with a common nationality 

and statehood, why is there not a proportion- 

ate support being given to the preservation of 
the ethnic culture of the largest group within 

the population, the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic 

majority? 
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CONSISTENCY 


IN INCONSISTENCY | 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


(9) At the time of the Galtieri military govern- 
ment in Argentina some years ago, liberals 
and leftists everywhere were attacking that 
government and clamouring for it to be pulled 
down. Yet the very next moment, when the 
Falklands War broke out, those same liberals 
and leftists were to be heard supporting the 
surrender of the islands to that very military 
government! 
(10) Liberals and leftists the world over are 
conspicuous in campaigning for ‘civil 
liberties’ and the release of ‘political 
prisoners’. Yet not one of them known to us 
was prepared to campaign for the release of 
the late Rudolf Hess from prison, even when 
he was in his nineties (and remember that 
Hess was never found guilty of any ‘war 
crimes’, real or imagined). 

These are just ten examples, among many, 
of total inconsistencies in the official ‘party 


line’ approved by leftists and liberals, and for 
the most part approved also by Conserva-. 


tives, indeed the whole ‘establishment’. 
Both Mr. Worsthorne in The Sunday 
Telegraph and Mr. Johnson in The Spectator 
have made so bold (at least by Fleet Street 
Standards) as to point out a few particularly 
glaring examples of inconsistency and contra- 
diction in the current liberal consensus. We 
must be grateful for these small grains of 
revelation from the pens of the well-placed 
and the influential; but, as I have pointed out, 
the process extends much further, and for the 
most part implicates those on the right, as 
well as on the left and centre, of conventional 
politics and journalism — something which 
neither gentleman seems prepared to admit. 
Each also portrays less than an accurate 
picture of the situation when he depicts Mrs. 
Thatcher as outside, rather than inside, this 
-liberalistic racket of double-standards. 


WHAT IS BEHIND IT ALL? 


But the most glaring omission in each case 
— though not in that of Mr. Benson (whom I 
know personally and recognise as being 
prepared to take his argument much further) 
— is that the matter is laid to rest there. We 
are left reflecting on liberals’ humbug and 
hypocrisy, and perhaps their stupidity, but we 
are not invited to enquire what lies behind 
that ‘evident humbug, hypocrisy and 
stupidity. The position of liberalism is seen as 
either intellectually dishonest or intellectually 
incompetent. But it is not seen as any more 
than that. 

Perhaps I may be permitted to supply the 
final piece in this bewildering jig-saw puzzle, 
the piece that Messrs. ‘Worsthorne and 
Johnson appear to have let fall somewhere 
under the table or, possibly, preferred to slip 
into their pockets, thinking that the completed 
picture would be too shocking to submit to 
exposure. 

This is that, behind the apparent inconsist- 
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AFRICA 
They are our ‘equals’, yet we have to go on 
supporting them 


ency, there is in fact a thorough consistency. 


The inconsistency lies only in the tactics; 
there is complete consistency of strategy. The 
Strategy is simply the destruction of Britain 
and the white nations of the world — at least 
those white nations that are genuine nations 
and which present, in large measure or small, 
some obstruction to the new world order that 
is being planned for us by those who today 
exercise dominant power in national and 
international affairs. 

Everything that contributes to our national 
destruction is to be enthusiastically supported 
and relentlessly pursued. Everything that 
might serve to hold our national fabric 
together and strengthen it is to be consistently 
opposed and, at the earliest possible moment, 
destroyed. In different tactical situations, 
different, and apparently opposite, weapons 
are to be employed. In this way there is not 
illogic, but perfect logic, in opposition to the 
Official Secrets Act in the name of ‘freedom’ 
accompanied by opposition to freedom of 
debate on the multi-racial society. Freedom 
from the Act is good because it undermines 
national security and therefore the national 
interest; freedom to discuss race frankly, on 
the other Hand, is bad because out of that 
discussion there might come. changes of 
policy that serve the national interest. The 
same logic attends the support of the 
‘nationalist’ IRA by the internationalist left, 
and the murder campaign in Ulster in the 
name of Irish Republican ‘nationalism’ while 
the policy of the Irish Republic itself is inter- 
nationalist. The consistency of these seeming 
inconsistencies is that all policies and 
attitudes are directed towards undermining 


Britain, by dividing and weakening it. That, — 


dear readers, is the name of the game! 

In accordance with the same rules, 
crusades to protect small nations and save the 
world from ‘totalitarianism’ are admirable 
enterprises when National Socialists or 
Fascists are the enemies; they are to be 
avoided, in the name of ‘peace’, ‘disarma- 
ment’ and ‘detente’ when Communists are the 
enemies. Again, there is only a superficial 
inconsistency; at base, the policy is entirely 
consistent: National Socialism and Fascism 
are seen as bulwarks of nationhood and race, 
and are therefore to be opposed; Communism 
is antipathetical to nationhood and race and is 
therefore, despite overt differences, an ally. 
As for ‘totalitarianism’, that is just a word — 
there to be made to mean whatever liberals 
and leftists want it to mean. So the practice of 
double-standards and contradictions 
continues. Black is white and white is black. 
Wrong is right and right is wrong. Truth is 
falsehood and falsehood is truth. All these 
changes can occur, and entirely in accordance 
with what meets the requirements of any 
given moment and situation in the drive by 
our enemies to destroy us. The surprise is 
only that so few of us seem to recognise the 
name of the game and to refuse to accept the 
alternating labels and slogans as representing 
reality. 


THE POWER STRUGGLE 

And as for ‘liberalism’, ‘socialism’, 
‘conservatism’ and now ‘social democracy’, 
these are just words, phrases, mere mirages 
erected to present facades of ‘principles’ 
behind which is operating a ruthless and 


determined bid to change the traditional 
centre and source of power, transferring 


power from the formerly sovereign nation- 
States to a newly formed international state, 
from the once dominant white races to a new 
international race. 

Such ideological nameplates are of course 
convenient to baffle, to bemuse and ultim- 
ately to corral herds of populations hopelessly 
lacking in any understanding of what is really 
going on, and with the object of directing 
their political ardour, such as it is, into 
shadow-boxing contests of faction and party 
which, in the situation of today, have almost 
no bearing whatever on the crucial struggle 
for power that is taking place under their very 
noses, and which their side is losing with the 
passing of every round. 

So, and I repeat, it is not illogical, but 
entirely logical, that ‘liberals’ should be 
heard daily mouthing empty slogans relating 
to some question of principle and then the 
very next day acting in accordance with an 
entirely opposite and contrary principle — for 
these ‘liberals’ are the dumb beasts which 
pertorm the menial work of the revolution 
that is taking place. Theirs is not to reason 
why; theirs is to do as they are told! 

There are of course some among these 
species who are aware of the inconsistencies 
of their own utterances and behaviour — they 
would have to be unbelievably stupid if they 
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were not! But the practice is rationalised in 
terms of the necessities of politics — which to 
them mean no more than the necessity of the 
victory of their own party or faction and their 
consequent enjoyment, they hope, of the 
trappings of office and the illusion of 
‘power’. These are the NCOs of the world 


revolution, who are available in their 
thousands and whose mental landscape is 
such that they see and understand just that 
extent of the battlefield that NCOs are 
expected to see and understand, an extent 


sufficient for them to carry out their allotted. 


tasks but no more than that. The practice of 


living a continual lie, of standing for one 
principle one moment and another principle 
the next, is a perfectly acceptable one, to be 
embraced without qualm if it pleases the high 
command and results in a rise in pay, and 
perhaps an extra stripe! After all, what is 
wartare but the practice of deception to fool 
the man in the opposite trench and gain 100 
yards of ground? In this way, the political 
front-line soldier, like the Allied soldier in 
1939-45, fights his own tiny war in his own 


minute sector of the war zone, having not the - 


remotest conception of the overall grand 
Strategy that is being pursued, least of all of 
the kind of world that will emerge when the 
conflict is over. 

In this way must we see the contradictions 
and paradoxes of liberalism in action. They 
are all perfectly logical moves towards a 
single and unaltering aim. Once the aim is 
understood, the moves are no longer a matter 
of mystery. And far from pointing in different 
directions, they all point in the same direct- 
ion: our national ruin and our liquidation as a 
race. 


THE ELEMENTS OF OPTIMISM 


PETER FOWLER sees in the coming nemesis of the old 
system the great opportunity for nationalism 


ADDRESSING the House of Commons in 
1930, a politician of singular insight 
visualised as the gravest danger to Britain, 
not a sudden calamity, but a “‘long, slow, 
crumbling through the years...a gradual 
paralysis, beneath which all the vigour and 
energy of this country will succumb.’’ 

In 1988 we have reached a point of 
decadence more harrowing and more 
wholesale than at any time of our history, and 
the process of degeneration has indeed been 


an insidiously deliberate one. Decline has 


paced crepe-soled under the patronage of one 
feeble. government after another, and the 
British people have been lulled and demoral- 
ised by the artful rhythm of it. 

That is why the message of Nationalism 
has so far been heeded by only a very few. 
Some crisis of magnitude might at least have 
forced a general recognition of the need for 
the Nationalist alternative; against a stealthy 


erosion of the nation’s fibre no such thrust has 


been possible. 

Whilst it broke this miserable continuity, a 
disastrous war nearly half a century ago 
simply confirmed our-humiliations. A brief 
revival of patriotism and racial character was 
quickly nullified by loss of Empire and the 


lethargy of peace. The implacable tempo of: 


decomposition was resumed — and to even 
more malicious purpose. 

Here then is a grim synopsis of relentless 
mischiefs, and were it the end of the matter 
there would be. justification for the ‘‘spirit of 
pessimism. and defeatism’? John Tyndall 
denounced in the course of his new year’s 
message. Such is not the case, however, 
because our dragged-out descent into the 
gutter has yet to reach a culmination. This is 
an inescapable fact, and one from which we 
can draw some encouraging conclusions. 

To propose that the climax to decades of 
creeping anarchy will occur in the near future 
would be absurd; but it is not wholly 
unreasonable to suggest that it might happen a 
trifle sooner than we expect. So, too, there are 


logical grounds for conceiving the form it will | 


take. Evidence in support of the first 
assumption will emerge as we proceed. 
Suffice ‘it for the moment to say that the 
‘crumbling’ is beginning to gain in 
momentum, and the ‘gradual paralysis’ 
shows signs of becoming an eventual 
paroxysm. As for the actual outcome of 
events, everything indicates that, not only 
will a cankered social structure disintegrate 
from its own rottenness, but there is every 


likelihood that the liberal-democratic system 
— by which that structure has been created 


and maintained — will collapse along with it. 
Political system and social system, so 
inextricably coupled, would appear to be 
destined to a common and simultaneous fate, 
all of their beneficiaries and parasites 
consigned to oblivion with the entire foul 
caboodle: dungheap and flies together! 

Of course, such an assertion will be open to 
dispute from particular quarters. It can be 
argued that Nationalists have prophesied the 
death of liberal-democracy for some 


considerable time past, and that the old order - 


nevertheless prevails. It may also be 
protested, not at first glance without 
substance, that such predictions are no more 
plausible now than they were ten, thirty or 
fifty years ago. 

In response, let us examine the contemp- 
orary scene more closely. 


POLLUTED SUB-CULTURE 


One has no need to ransack for illustrations 
of the moral, spiritual and material afflictions 
that in Britain make up the accepted pattern of 
existence. | 3 

We are here dealing with a social landscape 
that is wretchedly dismal, and within which 
the tenor of life is sordid, trivialised and in 
essence deranged; but, being mere symptoms 
of a specific political disease, these things can 
be referred to without entering into any great 
detail. Significantly, however, they reflect 
what the present Tory administration would 


have us regard as ‘radical revolution’. 

Dissolution would be more of an approp- 
riate term to use. 

Recent generations have been raised 
according to the ugly ethic: ‘‘Do as you 
please,’’ and in the stampede for the libertar- 
ian trough a complete way of life has been 
trampled underfoot. It is an age of closed 
minds and clenched fists. We navigate a 
polluted sub-culture of distorted art, 
monstrous architecture and dissonant music, 
repelled by gross impoverishment yet forever 
tripping over the abundant litter of consumer- 
ism. Our inner cities are plague-spots of 
squalor, graffiti and garbage. Whole working 
class communities have been destroyed, 
along with their habitual ways of living 
together, and their human components 
scattered into high-rise tower blocks and 
hideously identical estates. The ideal of the 
family as a fundamental unit of civilised 
society’ has been undermined by a sick 
‘humanitarian’ tolerance of illegitimacy, 
abortion, sterilisation, easy divorce and 
moral deviancy. The notion of duty has been 
replaced by the spurious concept of individual 
‘rights’ — an abstraction made popularly 
admissible by giving innocent names to 
depravity (sodomy deodorised as ‘gaity’, 
bastardy filtered into ‘single parenthood’). 
Educational establishments have become 
cancer cells of subversion. Many of the 
young, warped by trendy misteaching and 
wallowing in alien-imported life styles, are 
slovenly in appearance, uncouth in conduct 
and vacuous in mentality. 

A sizeable proportion of the elderly and 
unemployed eke out their days on a pittance. 
The *Yuppies’, energised by a ‘new spirit of 
enterprise’, glut themselves contentedly on 
‘monetarism’ like maggots on a carcas. 

Public thoroughfares have been 
surrendered to the mugger, the rapist and the 
mob. Violence is a commonplace, and the 
favoured targets for beating and butchery are 
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the most helpless elements available — 
children and the infirm. 

The prisons, transtormed trom penal instit- 
utions into residential hotels, are overflow- 


ing. 
Copiously mingled with drug-addiction, 
alcoholism, child abuse, vandalism, 


promiscuity and sexual infections, these are 
the more familiar features of the liberal- 
democratic “free society. 

Its devotees, on one account at least, can 
_ afford to swagger: the “equality of man’, in all 


other spheres of life so patently a fiction, is” 


fully vindicated in the egalitarianism of 
corruption. 


ECONOMIC REALITIES 


The vistas spread before us on the 
economic front are scarcely more inviting. 

There is a constant output of government 
propaganda on the theme ‘of ‘Booming 
Britain’, yet the realities behind this spieling 
portend a situation nearer to bankruptcy. It is 
an awkward quirk of human nature. that 
people are willing to believe complex lies but 


refuse to recognise simple truths. The facts of 


this issue are perfectly uncomplicated, but it 

still remains for them to be widely grasped. 
We have managed to survive one major 

extremity in the past, the slump of the 1930s, 
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albeit at a cost of massive unemployment and 
broadcast distress; and we have contrived, 
through a combination of expediency and 
pure luck, to avoid another since the end of 
World War II. But neither artifice nor blind 
chance is going to preserve us indefinitely, 
and the ultimate crash is inevitably going to 
be tar worse than anything we have 
experienced hitherto. 

It is going to be worse than the crisis of the 
1930s for a number of very sound reasons. 
Firstly, the war and its aftermath stripped us 
of an Empire possessed of enormous potential 
and which, intelligently utilised, would have 
provided a buttress against all possible 
disasters. At the same time, the war bloated 
the National Debt to an astronomical extent, 


and compelled government to sell off many of 


its financial assets. 

Government then proceeded 
precisely the opposite to what it ought to have 
done: it adopted the laissez-faire economic 
policies that had enthralled this country for a 
century and a half. So once again, though 
reduced to the status almost of a banana 
republic, Britain became the pawn of a 
system controlled by international financial 
interests; and once again, for the benefit of 
cosmopolitan stock market speculators, we 
were shackled to the treacherous fallacy that 
we must ‘export or die’. 

From then until now we, have been 
rendered utterly dependent upon our capacity 
to secure foreign markets for our goods, 


SYMPTOMS OF DISINTEGRATION . 

Left: Two public entertainers at a 

party. Believe it or not, both are ‘male’! 

Above: Old lady in hospital after 

beating up by mugger — one of 
thousands 


to do 


regardless of the ruinous effects upon our 
home industries, accruing trom which 
millions of decent workers have been pitched 
onto the scrapheap. 

Nor will our hazards cease there. 

We are already producing for diminishing 
Overseas markets; but when America, the 
most powerful economy in the world, is 
forced to import less and boost exports, our 
foreign outlets will shrink even more dramat- 
ically. In plain words, we cannot hope to 
compete successfully in a scramble for world 
markets that will be unavoidable, and we 
shall assuredly go to the wall. 

Despite all the experiences of the past, and 
in flat contradiction of all logic, the old-gang 
politicians doggedly persist in applying 19th 
century ideas to 20th century exigencies. And 
they do so because they are the lackeys of the 
international bankers. 

They are in an invidious predicament. With 
vested interests goading them from behind, 
and certain nemesis awaiting them ahead, 
they have no choice but to blutf and blunder 
to the very end. 


MULTI-RACIALISM 


There is no satisfaction in adding to so 
formidable an itinerary of troubles, but an 
additional reason for disquiet has to be 
mentioned. 

Time was, within living memory, when the 
United Kingdom comprised an overwhelm- 
ingly homogeneous population. It was then a 
Straightforward business to tackle political, 
social and economic questions without fears 


_ of upsetting our national equilibrium. Such is 


no longer the case. We now have to contend 
with what is called the ‘multi-racial society’, 
and wrapped up in this are potentialities for 
discord and antipathies we could well do 
without. 

Many issues are involved in this direction, 
some of them hinging on our very existence as 
a unique and distinct Anglo-Saxon-Celtic 


‘community; but it is necessary here only to 


allude to factors relevant to the present 
article. : 
When immigration got underway in 
earnest, Britain was already burdened with 
over-population, rising unemployment and a 
major housing shortage. Even at that early 
stage, however, the dimensions and implic- 
ations of what was taking place aroused blunt 
and sensible reactions in some quarters, as the 
following quotation from The Daily 


Telegraph, dated March lith 1965, will 


illustrate:- 


“It has been said repeatedly that our transport, 
hospitals and other services would break down 
without immigrant labour. But the cost to central 
and local government of providing the extra 
housing, schooling, health services, welfare and 
other facilities necessitated by the influx must be 
set against the advantages derived. When these 
data are assembled, it may transpire that the 
nation’s economic thterests might have been ` 
better served by the introduction of labour-saving 
devices accompanied by higher wages in the 
branches which have become the main users, or 
in some cases importers, of immigrant labour. `` 
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Since those words saw the light of day, the 

immigrant settlement has been hugely 
augmented, and it is being continually 
swollen by fresh arrivals. Moreover, the 
ethnic birthrate far exceeds the reproductive 
level of indigenous Britons. 

It requires little imagination (statistics are, 
for obvious reasons, unavailable) to grasp 
that the claims of these people on our national 
resources must be correspondingly 
intensified, and not only in terms of the 
facilities listed in the Telegraph editorial, but 
nowadays also with regard to the upkeep of a 
vast, bureaucratic Race Relations Industry. 

Contrawise, were these costly and averse 
impositions to be cancelled out by means of 
organised repatriation (neither as impractical 
nor as uncivilised as multi-racialists would 
have us accept), the resultant benefits to this 
country and its inhabitants should be equally 
apparent. 


THE POLITICAL 
CONTRACEPTIVE 


Now what can our liberal-democratic 
representatives offer in response to all this? In 
pursuit of national revival, what can we 
expect from the existing system — that 
political contraceptive which prohibits all 
creative thought and stems the flow of all 
constructive action? 

The answer is: absolutely nothing! 

The whole tainted structure lies snugly in 
the pocket of High Finance, and the politic- 
ians who operate within it are merely the 
employees of that bankers’ corspiracy. By 
these retainers Britain has been treasoned for 
over 70 years. All their rhetoric, all their 
enactments, all the concocting of 
programmes and cobbling of policies are 
reducible to the savage wasteland we now 
occupy. © =. 

The betrayal of the First World War 
generation: the homes fit for heroes that never 
materialised, the dole queues, the Means 
Test, the ‘war against Fascism’ that stripped 
us of greatness, filched our liberties and 
despoiled our birthright — these are the 


crimes of the system itself. It is an 


antiquated, impotent system, completely 
irrelevant to the modern age, a system made 
to measure for the charlatan, the careerist and 
the gullible ‘visionary’. There is no place in it 
for the patriot, whom it- crucifies without 
mercy. The perfect collaborator, however, 
knows which side his political bread is 
buttered, and his compliance is neatly 
summed up in the words of StanleyeBaldwin: 
‘‘T would rather be an opportunist and float 
than go to the bottom with my principles 
round my neck.”’ 

Over the entrance to this imposing but 


bogus edifice is inscribed: ‘‘Government of . 


the people, by the people and for the people. ”’ 
But the Money Power owns it, and parliament 
is merely the foyer of the counting house. 


CHARACTERS AND CREEDS 


For those aim is the eradication of the 
Anglo-Saxon-Celtic race, no. instrument 
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Half a century after the brave promise of ‘homes fit for heroes’, these are the conditions 
in which millions of British people still live 
armen enn ELSE e 


could better suit their purpose; and never was 
there a more plentiful supply of characters 
and creeds to make it function. 
Pre-eminent, of course, is Mrs. Thatcher. 
For eight years, the ‘Iron Lady’ has 
supervised the systematic gutting and 
demoralisation of the British people, lending 
her maternal support to both race-mixing and 
the permissive society. Between times, she 
has summoned bland hypocrisy to lecture us 
on ‘Victorian values’. But when she extols 
such things she does not mean the instincts of 
pride, national and personal, which made 


Britain the most industrious, productive and 


expansive country in the world. What she 
invokes are the ideal of thrift propounded by 
the well-heeled to the destitute, and the virtue 
of touching the forelock to one’s betters. Her 
conception of the ‘new Britain’ is simply a 
rehash of the worst features of the old: a fat 
upper crust, a contented middle class, and 
beneath these a cheerless underworld of 
sweat-shops, shanties and mass vulgarity. All 
her visions are weaved in terms, not of the 
Reform Bill, but of the Poor Law. She is in 
fact busily recreating in the 1980s the kind of 
divided nation Disraeli castigated in the 
1840s. 

In ‘opposition’ to Thatcherism — though 
on all treasonable fundamentals in solid 
accord — are the Labour Party, the Social 
Democratic Party and the recently spawned 
Social and Liberal Democratic Party: 

The Labour Party was once likened, in 
crisis, to the Salvation Army taking to its 
heels on the day of Judgement. Should a 
similar situation occur today, it is doubtful 
whether our Socialist crusaders could muster 


even a stumble. They are too well-fed and — 
the ‘Hard Left’ once again jostling for control 
— too saddled with internal power struggles. 
It is difficult to accept this uninspiring 
collection of renegades as a serious political 
factor. The working class it purports to 
represent is, in the old sense, veritably non- 
existent, and it would certainly be impossible 
to find anyone remotely akin to a proletarian 
in the party’s upper echelons. 

Leader Neil ‘Kinnock is an intellectual 
eunuch of some note — a word-producer 
whose verbal images are conceived without 
thought, and therefore he fits comfortably 
enough into the House of Commons. The less 
said of his lieutenants the better. 

The remaining fringe parties merit even 
less respect. 

Trendy Liberals, ideological neurotics and 
a motley of deserters from the Labour ranks, 
they are small fish with big ambitions — 
pilchards posturing as sharks. 


CONCLUSION 


These then are the options which present 
themselves to the British people as we draw 
ever closer to the collapse of the old-gang 
system. Are they not, in themselves, living 
prefigurations of that collapse? All of them, 
according to their fashion, are contributing to 
the dismantling of this country; all of them are 
subscribing to the follies and criminalities 
designed to abrogate two thousand years of 
history. And in that context alone we are 


witnessing liberal-democracy co-operating 


gutlessly in its own destruction. 
But in all this we should recognise the 
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THE ELEMENTS OF OPTIMISM 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


elements of optimism that are everywhere 
manifesting themselves, the signs that the 
future is with the nationalist cause. And we 
should draw the correct conclusions from the 
fact that these symptoms are appearing, not in 
the system in its heyday, but at the moment 
when it is clearly approaching its dotage. The 
Money Power can utilise the system, but it 


y 
~~ 


cannot indefinitely sustain it. And the system 
is cracking at the seams, increasingly taxed 
by its own misdemeanours. The fact may not 
yet be apparent to the public, but all the 
omens should be perceptible to the politically 
conscious. l 

Poverty is increasing. Violent crime is 
increasing. Industrial unrest has re-emerged. 
Government tightens the screws on that 
section of the population by whom it has long 
since been despised and distrusted. The 
alternative parties are feeble and disordered. 


In a very real sense, the system is indeed 
performing a great deal of our work for us. 

But this does not imply that we can stand 
confidently at ease to await the outcome. 
Now is the time to redouble our efforts, the 
time to present our alternative to the people 
with energy and persistence. Let us rake 
steadily through our communities, drawing to 
our ranks those men and women of calibre we 
shall need for the coming struggle. The days 
of anarchy and the instalment plan are over. 
Let us prepare for the day of reckoning. 


THE BORROWED LANDS 


GEORGE POMFRET looks at some traditional overseas 
spheres of British influence to which we should pay more 


attention 


IN ITS POLICY STATEMENT ‘A New 
Way Forward’, the British National Party 
States that it is ‘‘opposed to the stationing 
of any foreign forces or weapons systems 
on British soil.’’ This is a policy objective 
with which any patriot would agree. But 
when one thinks of foreign forces on 
British soil one usually imagines places like 
Holy Loch or Greenham Common. There 
are, however, other foreign installations 
planted on British soil: in Bermuda, the St. 
Helena Dependencies and the British 
Indian Ocean Territory. 

The Foreign and Colonial Office apologet- 
ically refers to these lands as ‘dependencies’. 
They are of course colonies. They are not, as 
it is fashionable to portray them, liabilities: 
‘remnants of empire’. As the Falklands War 
showed, these forgotten outposts can be of 
great strategic value; and their importance 


could increase even more as we move toward - 


the turn of the century, when they might 
become integral parts of a revitalised, 
healthy, British maritime empire (empire — 
another unfashionable word!). It would not 


do, therefore, to have any doubts as to their — 


political status. And the existence of foreign 
installations on them, especially if those 
installations belong to a government whose 
motives may be suspect, is to be avoided at all 
costs. 


BERMUDA 

For instance, during the last 20 years, on 
Bermuda, there have been four occasions 
when civil unrest has required at least some 
military presence. So there is always the 
possibility of a ‘popular’ rebellion breaking 
out. 

The Bermudas are a beautiful group of 
islands in the Western Atlantic, 700 miles 
south east of New York City. Their principal 
industries are tourism and, regrettably, inter- 
national finance. A population of 55,000 (40 
per-cent of whom are white) is crowded onto 
only 21 square miles of land, | 1 per-cent of 
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ASCENSION ISLAND 
This island was a vital staging post for the recovery of the Falklands by Britain’s task 
force. Above: a session of weapons training in preparation for the asault on the 


Falklands. Below: tanker aircraft, used for refuelling of Britain’s Vulcans and Harriers, 


line up at Wideawake airfield on the island 


which is set aside for American use. 
American installations include a naval air 
station at Kinderly Field, and a NASA 


tracking station. The US Coast Guard also use 
Bermuda, where it has performed superbly in 


Contd. on next page 


its search and rescue role. There are 6,000 


military personnel, along with 2,800. 


dependents, on the island. They are a legacy 
of Churchill’s (sober?) judgement, in 1940, 
as to the utility of 50 World War I-vintage 
destroyers. The lease on the facilities, by the 
-= way, was for 99 years. 

Isolated though it seems, Bermuda would 
play an important part in any NATO-Warsaw 
Pact war. One American source referred to it 
as a ‘fall-back’ base. Interpreted, this means 
that P3 Orion maritime reconnaissance 
aircraft would use the island as a base from 
which to conduct anti-submarine operations 
and patrols of the southern convoy route to 


Europe. Upon closer examination, however, | 
there seems to be a flaw in this optimistic 


scenario. 

At the start of any war, the Soviets would 
probably do the same thing to Kinderly Field 
that they would do to Kevlavik in Iceland, and 
also to the Azores: hit them with a pre- 
emptive missile strike. This could take the 
form of a submarine-launched ballistic 
missile, submarine-launched cruise missiles 
or cruise missiles launched from a ‘passing’ 
merchant ship. Should the missile(s) be 
nuclear-tipped — well, Bermuda is a very 
small place. And if Great Britain had not been 
at first involved in the qriginal quarrel — 
what then? 

As well as having an airfield, Bermuda also 
has a good harbour. It has, therefore, the 
attributes to serve as a western bastion for 
British interests. And, in conjunction withe 
militarily developed Gibraltar, it could 
provide flank security for the lines of 
communication running north-south: from 
Great Britain to the St. Helena Dependencies. 


ASCENSION ISLAND 


Located in mid-ocean near what geograph- 
ers cheerfully call the ‘Atlantic Narrows’ 
(that ‘short’ stretch of water between the 
bulges of South America and Africa), the 
northernmost of these dependencies, 
Ascension Island, is a bleak place of volcanic 
origin. Original British facilities on its 34 
square miles included a BBC relay station and 
a civil satellite communications centre. In the 


wake of the Falklands War, a Royal Navy 


helicopter flight and an RAF tanker flight are 


now based there. They are stationed at the. 


American airfield. 

I was living in the United States at the 
outbreak of the war, and I, like many people, 
knew very little, if anything, about this place. 
But I do distinctly remember a news 
commentator saying that the United States 
was going to allow Great Britain the use of its 
facilities there, i.e. Wideawake Field and the 
communications relays. In my ignorance, I 
immediately assumed that the United States 
was somehow responsible for this outpost and 
was making a magnanimous gesture. 
Looking at the map later, however, I was 
startled to find a little (U.K.) next to this dot 
in the ocean. This is a good example of how 
quickly the question of sovereignty can 
become a muddled issue in men’s minds. 


Suppose, for instance, that the United States 
had decided to side with Argentina. Another 
Suez? 4 

The value of the island during the 
Falklands War as a British military staging 
area is well known; but its worth could be 
enhanced even further under a nationalist 
government. Such a course was hinted at by 
Wulstan Tedder in his excellent article in the 
August 1987 Spearhead entitled ‘The inner 
meaning of nationalism’. In the article, Mr. 
Tedder listed three essential elements that are 
requisite components of any national 
renaissance. The last of these was the need to 
establish a long-term external goal. A policy 
of Far South exploration and development 
would fit this admirably. And in this case 
little Ascension Island could become a 
stepping stone of great geopolitical 


importance. 


ANTARCTICA 


The revised Shackleton Report noted the 
extensive resource potential around the 
Falklands and in the Southern Ocean: hydro- 
carbons on the continental shelf off the 
Falklands, near South Georgia, and around 


the British Antarctic Territory’s Palmer 


Peninsula; krill harvesting and salmon 
ranching in the deeps. The Falklands 
themselves could serve as a secure forward 


- base and staging area for teams operating in 


these locations, as well as for the exploration 
and extraction of the potentially staggering 
mineral resources of the Antarctic Continent. 
And secure it will have to be too, because the 
enormous British Antarctic Territory is 
jointly coveted by late-arriving claim jumpers 
Argentina and Chile. 

As the Antarctic Treaty, which forbids 
militarisation and economic development, is 
scheduled for review in 1991, and as compet- 
ition for world resources becomes keener and 
keener, the sooner Britain firmly establishes 
her indisputable sovereignty in this part of the 
world the better. 

Also in the south, but an already developed 
mineral treasure house, is South Africa. 
Ascension should also play a role in keeping 
communications and trade routes open with 
the Repubiic. A friendly South Africa would 
be a great asset because the tanker lanes from 
the Persian Gulf, as well as the eastern parts 
of the Commonwealth, lie around the Cape of 
Good Hope. 


REPATRIATION PRECEDENT 


The British Indian Ocean Territory was 
created in 1965. The next year, the British 
government, which was stumbling over itself 
in its haste to withdraw East of Suez, leased 
for 50 years a barren atoll in the Chagos 
Archipelago to the United States. The price 
was a £5 million discount on the British 
Polaris systems — and one other small item: 
the British government agreed to undertake 
the forced removal of 2,000 people from the 
islands. Half of these people were migrant 
labourers; but the other half were native to the 
islands. The natives were settled in Mauritius 


and, after a disgracefully long interval, given 
£1,500 per family by the British government. 
The natives, of course, then demanded more. 
The government agreed, but only if the 
natives would forever renounce their claims 
to the islands and pledge never to return there. 
Well, the story goes on from here, ‘but; 
whatever happens, all nationalists in Britain: 
owe this government a debt of gratitude for 
this precedent-setting example of forced 
repatriation and humane removal. 


DIEGO GARCIA 


The atoll of Diego Garcia is located 1,100 
miles south of India. It is U-shaped, 36 miles 


in length, but never more than a quarter of a 


mile wide. The United States constructed a 
12,000ft runway on it that can take anything 
that flies, and a harbour that can accomodate 
the largest aircraft carrier and nuclear 
submarines. The island also houses a large 


fuel farm and communications facilities. 


There are only a handful of Royal Navy 
personnel on Diego, but American 
servicemen are there in the thousands. 

With the current British government 
seemingly doing all it çan to squander any and 
all benefits that can be derived from the North 
Sea resources, surely a substantial British 
presence in this region of the world — — 
especially with an eye to the Persian Gulf — 
is to be encouraged. One wonders why the 
United States, with its uncharitable Persian 
Gulf policy, was given the island in the first 
place. Certainly not so that it could look after 
‘Western’ (including, presumably, British) 
interests! Not when successive American 
governments have a track record of hastily 
seeing the harrassed Lion on its way from this 
part of the world, as well as from every other. 

No, the lagoon should be the home of a 
British task force centred around medium- 
sized carriers which are capable of force- 
projection missions. Nimrods should be 
ranging from the airfield, carrying out 
maritime patrols and AWACS duties, while 


the Army and Royal Marines should be 


represented by an out-of-area mobilesforce. 


THE COST 


‘‘But the costs!’ ‘‘Limited resources...” 
‘‘Impossible!’’ Negative thinking in Great 
Britain today — especially in foreign and 
defence matters — has reached the status of a 
growth industry. Everyone seems to be 
searching for reasons why things cannot be 
done. Weakness — real or imagined — is 
highlighted, and even gloated over. One 
hears about the mythical salami getting sliced 
thinner and thinner. i 

However, every nation in history has had 
strategic weaknesses. And every nation in 
history has had to live with limited resources. 
But the resources are there — if one really 
looks for them and then makes the best use of 
them (Resources, of course, are both material 
and human, i.e. racial. Ancient history 
reminds us of what a handful of impoverished 
Greeks managed to accomplish, while what 
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The article here is a 
reprint from ‘The Age’ 
newspaper, printed in 
Melbourne, Australia, 
and sent to us by a 
reader there. As the 
paper could not 
possibly called ‘anti- 
semitic’ — it would not 
remain in business for 
five minutes if it was — 
the contents of the 
article are of great 
interest. 
Of course, the article 
tells our readers little 
that they do not already 
know. Nevertheless, it 
is good to receive 
confirmation of our 
own analysis from one 
of the organs of the 
‘establishment’! 
As the article makes 
abundantly clear, the 
United States has no 
foreign policy to call its 
own — at least in 
respect of middle- 
eastern affairs. It shows 
that behind the facade 
of a ‘democratically’ 
elected president and 
congress, America is 
firmly under the Zionist 
Jewish heel. British 
politicians who look to 
the US as world leader, 


please take note! 
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UNCLE SAM’S BOSS 


US Jewish lobby ensures 


Israel has open cheque 


. By TIM COLEBATCH 


Washington, 


if one were to draw a map of the 
world as seen by an American 
congressman, it would be domi- 
nated by a large central shape 
(his electorate) within an even 


larger macs (the United States). 


Beyond that, on the fringes of the 
world, lie foreigners, a mainly ir- 


‘relevant lot — and Israel. 


Surveys of public opinion show 


that Canada and Australia are the 


two countries the average Ameri- 
can identifies with most. To his 
legislators, however, such coun- 
tries are at best friends; Israel is 
family. 


_ It is not a view of the world that 


perhaps came naturally to. Ameri- 


ca’s predominantly WASP con- 
gressmen, but they have learnt to 
adopt it because it is the world- 
view of America’s most influential 
political constituency: its 5.5 mil- 
lion Jews. | 

Numerically few, their lobby 
none the less wields immense 


clout because it is wealthy, edu-. 


cated, well-positioned and articu- 
late — and. willing to use its. 
money and skills at election time 
to ensure that America has a Con- 
gress and President who are uns- 
wervingly loyal to Israel. 


Politicians who distinguish . 


America’s interests from Israel’s 


are openly and unashamedly tar- : 


geted for defeat. Take Senator 
Charles Percy. As chairman of the 
Senate foreign relations commit- 
tee from 1981 to 1984, he argued 
that the Palestinian. question 
could not be settled without nego- 
tiating with PLO chairman Yasser 
Arafat. 


When Senator Percy faced re- 
election in 1984, the main Jewish 
lobby group, the American Israel 
Political Action Committee, de- 


cided he had to go. One Jewish 


millionaire from distant‘ Califor- 
nia single-handedly spent $3 mil- 
lion on billboards and 
commercials urging Illinois vot- 
ers to “dump Percy”, while 
AIPAC and other groups de- 
nounced him as “anti-Israel”. 


Senator Percy lost, narrowly. 
As AIPAC’s director, Thomas 
Dine, put it: “All the Jews in 
America, from coast to coast, 
gathered to oust Percy. And 


American politicians — those who 


hold public positions now, and 
those who aspire — got the 
message.” 

In recent days, the long stale- 
mate on the future of the Palestin- 


ians has been challenged 
unexpectedly — by rioting in 
Gaza, 


Israeli, Army, and a storm of con- 
demnation by many of Israel’s 
friends, Yet. those who dare. to 
hope that this might lead to peace 


should first consider. the. realities | 
of political life in America — 


whose leadership is indispensable 
for a settlement. 


The reality is in the Middle. 
East, the US is a land half free. No ` 


President can strike out on a 
peace path unless he has. the 
Israeli Government with him. And 
no President can threaten the 
Israeli Government with serious 
penalties — the cutoff of aid, for 
instance — to pressure it to come 
along. Congress would not allow it. 


Politicians who 
distinguish 
America’s 

interests from 


-Israel’s are openly 


and unashamedly 
targeted for 
defeat. 


Thanks to Congress, Israel lives 
on a virtual blank cheque from 
the US. Although one of the 
world’s 30 richest countries, it re- 
ceives by far the largest flow of 
foreign aid per capita of any coun- 
try in the world: $5 billion, or 
$1500 a year for every Israeli 
man, woman and child — and all 
from the US. 


(By comparison, the US gives 
India about $300 million a year, or 


25 cents for every Indian. Israel 


receives roughly 20 per cent of all 
US aid, equivalent to a tax of $75 a 
year on every American family.) 


It is no accident that 12 of the 13 
candidates running to succeed Mr 
Reagan as President have virtual- 
ly identical policies on the Pales- 
tinian issue. (The exception is 
Jesse Jackson). In contrast to the 
often lively debate within Israel, 
the Israeli lobby in the US allows 
only one basic policy, and to devi- 


ate from it would be political 


suicide. 


televised shootings and - 
beatings of Palestinians by the. 


Its formula is that the US must 
continue its unstinting support for ` 
Israel, refuse to talk to the PLO 
unless it first recognises Israel, 
and try to revive the Camp David. 
process by negotiating the future 
of the occupied territories with 
Jordan, Egypt and Israel. 


Of course, there are many 
American politicians whose sup- 
port for Israel is spontaneous and 
genuine. President, Reagan is a 
prime example. Analysts in Wash- 
ington believe one reason why the 
US has been so inactive in trying 
to drag Israel to the conference 
table is that Mr Reagan’s sympa- . 
thies are all with the Likud view. 


Yet the shootings and beatings 
have provoked a new attempt. For’ 
one thing, they have shaken the 
consciences of many American 
Jews, and opened up a bit more 
room for debate. Leaders of some’ 
Jewish groups (though not AI- 
PAC) have condemned the army’s 
tactics as against the spirit of Ju- 
daism. The former editor of the 
‘New York Times’, Abe Rosenthal, | 
and others have called for the De- 
fence Minister, Mr Rabin, to 


resign. 


The administration, mildly, has 
joined the criticism. The Secre-: 
tary of State, Mr Shultz, is again. 
pressing Israel’s Prime. Minister, : 
Mr Yitzhak Shamir, to agree to an | 
international conference on the 
future of the territories it has oc-’ 
cupied since 1967. On Wednesday, ; 
Mr Shultz met in Washington with ' 
two leading Palestinians and Ara- 
fat supporters, newspaper editor 
Hanna Siniora and lawyer Fayez. 
Abu Rahme, having earlier insist- 
ed that Israeli authorities lift a 
travel ban on them. 


The White House has also 
backed at least parts of the peace 
plan brought to Washington this 
week by President Hosni 


' Mubarak of Egypt. Welcoming. 


him yesterday, Mr Reagan de- 
clared: “The danger of allowing 
the Palestinian problem to fester: 
is evident, and reinforces the ur- 
gency of moving towards negotia- 
tions. Hard work, creativity, anda 
willingness to take practical, not 
merely rhetorical, steps are 


needed.” 


No one in Washington is expect- 
ing that to happen, however, un- 
less Labor wins a clear mandate 
for negotiations in the Israeli elec- 
tions due later this year. The US, 
may sign Israel’s cheques, but in 
this relationship it is the tail that 
wags the dog. 


PUSSYFOOT WINS AGAIN! 


NOEL A. HUNT looks at another case where ‘race relations’ 
have ridden roughshod over scientific fact 


Let her (truth) and falsehood grapple! Who ever 
knew truth put to the worse in free and open 
encounter? 


John Milton: AREOPAGATICA 


THE LIBERAL CONSENSUS, which 
behind the scenes rules all British political 


parties, has won yet another battle, as it 


always seems to do. 

We learn from a press report that a 
Councillor and Mayoress from the Vale of 
Glamorgan has been compelled to resign her 
council seat and her position as Mayoress 
because her fellow Conservative councillors 
objected to remarks about Africans that she 
had made. ; : 

Her offence appears to have been that she 
told fifth-form pupils at a school that: ‘‘tests 
have proved that the brains of Blacks are 
smaller than those of Whites.’’ 


explain why some African states are not in 
complete control of their affairs.’ 

These remarks apparently so infuriated her 
fellow Conservative councillors, who must 
have been an unusually abject lot even by 
Brtish Tory standards, that they voted that she 
should resign. She accordingly did resign. As 


usual, there was no attempt whatever to dis- 


prove the offending statement, no weighing 
of evidence or even the suggestion that there 
is any such evidence — still less open and 
objective discussion of the remarks. Egalit- 
arians very much dislike such truths, which 
they brand as ‘controversial’, ‘insensitive’, 
‘offensive’ and ‘racist’. There is never any 
attempt at rational argument or open debate, 
‘simply personal abuse of anyone bold enough 


to challenge the received view of this and . 


other matters. No-one seems to have asked: 
“Was the Mayoress right or wrong in her 


She is- 
reported to have added that: ‘‘This could ` 


‘facts? Yet surely this is the first question that 


should have been asked. Had it been asked, 
and had the Mayoress been given the chance 
to answer it properly, she could have proved 
her point with no trouble, as I shall explain. 


‘DEMOCRATIC’ TABOOS 


We British are supposed to pride ourselves 
on our rights of free speech. Yet this boasted 
freedom of speech has strictly prescribed 
limits, as this incident shows. Differences in 
brain structure and thinking capacities 
between races, and in the types of civilis- 
ations to which these give rise, may not even 
be hinted at, still less openly debated. Not a 
word may be said against the multi-racial 
state in Britain, nor may anyone have a public 
platform from which to oppose the influx of 
unassimilable aliens into Britain. Nor may 
one even hint that the ‘holocaust’ story is a 
mere myth, in spite of the formidable body of 
historical opinion that can now be adduced to 
support this view. To quote Orwell: ‘‘ Anyone 
who challenges the prevailing orthodoxy 
finds himself silenced with surprising effect- 
iveness.’ 

Attempts at Jobe discussion of any of 
these vitally important topics are either 
blandly ignored, smothered by an hysterical 
chorus of personal abuse or treated with 
amused or supercilious amazement, as if only 


DIFFERENT TRADITION 
Attempts to impose European-type polit- 
ical systems on Black African countries 
have failed hopelessly, resulting in the 
chaos that we now see in Africa. The armed 
gang, of the type seen below, is the typical 
method of rule in Africa, while the 
summary execution, as seen on the right, is 

the typical method of ‘persuasion’ 


a moron could hold such views. 

Mrs. Evelyn Lloyd, the Mayoress to whom 
I have referred, seems to have resigned 
needlessly. The findings of. scientific 
enquiries decisively report every word 
attributed to her. For example, according to 
Dr. Henry E. Garrett, PhD, ‘‘the Negro 
brain, on the average, is some 100 c.cm 
smaller in volume, correspondingly lighter in 
weight and less fissured than that of the White 
(although the overlap is 20-25 per-cent)...’’ 
Further evidence from Dr. Garrett is excluded 
here because it would place the writer and 


editor under risk of prosecution for being too 


explicit on matters of racial differences! This 
despite the fact that Dr. Garrett is a man of 
world stature in the field of anthropology. 

Another relevant statement is that of H.B. 
Isherwood in his book Racial Contours: 

..the average size of the brain of the present 
Khoisanoid Bushman is 1,300cc, that of the 
Negro 1,400cc, as compared with 1 ,500cc of 
modern European Caucasoid man.’’ 

If yet further proof of the difference in 
average brain weights between Black and 
White is needed, consider this extract from a 
paper printed in the British Medical Journal of 
March 1932: ‘‘The average cranial capacity 
of the European i is 1,400cc, while that of the 
East African is only 1,310cc. The average 
weight of the brains is set out in the following 
table:- 


Caucasoid (white) 1,380 grams 
East African 1,280 grams 
Negroid 1,240 grams 
Australoid | 1,140 grams’’ 


Contd. overleaf 
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PUSSYFOOT WINS AGAIN! 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


The paper from which this extract is taken 
was written by Dr. James H. Sequiera. This 
extract was led in evidence in the famous 
American case of Brown v. the Topeka 
Education Board. This case was brought by 
the National Asociation for the Advancement 
of Coloured People, and it succeeded — 
against the weight of the evidence — in 
having the excellent American system of 
‘separate but equal’ schools declared 
unconstitutional. The damage done to the 
American educational system by this 
iniquitous decision can only be likened to the 
damage done to the British system by the 
introduction of comprehensive schools. 

Reverting to Dr. Sequiera’s paper, when 
the extract quoted above was introduced into 
evidence, the NAACP counsel did not dispute 
the facts quoted, nor did he cross-examine the 
witness. In other words, he as good as 
conceded the truth of what Dr. Sequiera had 
to say. 

Many other quotations could be adduced, 
all from weighty authorities and all based on 
factual research under strict scientific discip- 
line, and to prove that on the average Blacks 
do in fact have smaller brains than Whites — 
though it is fair to point out the 20-25 per-cent 
overlap referred to. 

Perhaps Councillor Lloyd should withdraw 
her resignation, for her statement was 
perfectly accurate, however displeasing it 
may have been to her abject fellow council- 
lors. 

It is true that expert opinion today seems to 
attach almost as: much importance to the 
number of fissures and sulci in the brain as to 
its weight, and to hold that differences in 
thinking capacities are as much influenced by 
these fissures as by weight. None the less, the 
Mayoress was correct when she said that on 
the average Blacks have smaller brains than 
Caucasoids. 


GANGSTERS 


According to the report, the Mayoress 
came to the conclusion that this difference in 
brain sizes was the reason why ‘some 
African states are not in full control of their 
affairs.” This was a studiously polite way of 
Stating the undeniable truth that most of Black 
Africa today is controlled by grubby little 
gangsters who impose appalling tyrannies on 
their fellow Blacks at the behest of those who 
control them behind the scenes. 

It surely has not yet become impermissible 
to state the obvious and well known facts 
about the political instability of Black Africa, 
but it would seem that it is impermissible to 
suggest reasons why there is this instability 
— which is almost as bad. Could it not be 
argued that, even if we do not make any 
deductions from the evidence that Whites are 
mentally e to Blacks (as we are not 
permitted to do), we may nevertheless state 
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that the mental structures of the two races are 


fundamentally different, and that it is 
therefore quite wrong to expect Africans to be 
able to operate political systems devised by, 
and for, Europeans — just as it would be 
wrong to expect Europeans to be able to 
govern the kinds of tribal societies traditional 
to Africans. 

. The statement that some Black African 
states are not in full control of their own 
affairs, and the implication that this is 
connected with differing mental capacities is 


therefore surely quite reasonable when we 


consider that these Africans have been called 
upon to administer states in accordance with 
European models which are entirely alien to 
their own native tradition and mentality. It is 
not ‘insulting’ to Africans to state such a 
thing, anymore than it would ‘insulting’ to 
Europeans to state that their brain type is not 
suited to governing their affairs in accordance 
with African tribal customs. l 
Perhaps I may be permitted to quote one 
more notable authority, and this is a report of 
the Annual Meeting of the British Association 
for the Advancement of Science in 1961, 
which said: ‘‘No contribution to the arts of 
civilisation has come from Africa, which has 
produced nothing but destruction and ruinous 
exploitation of its natural resources.” It 
might be added that the report obviously 
refers to civilisation of the European type; it 
does not imply that the African does not have 
his own particular civilisation, vastly 
different though this may be from ours. 


DIFFERENT BRAIN FUNCTION 


One of the world’s greatest authorities on 
the human brain is Dr. J.C. Carothers. In his 
book The Brain and its Functioning, he says: 
**,..the African with his lack of total synthesis 
must, therefore, use his frontal lobes but 
little, and all the peculiarities of African 
psychiatry can be envisaged in terms of 
frontal idleness.’ The same authority, 
writing in the Journal of Mental Science, Vol. 
XCVII at page 31, observed that: ‘‘The first 
and most striking point is a failure to see an 
event as an element in a total situation, and as 
having a variety of relevant relationships. The 
second point is a continual tendency to follow 
routine procedures in an unreasoning fashion. 
The third point is a lack of interest and atten- 
tion unless the situation appeals in a directly 
personal and emotional fashion.”’ 

Dr. Wesley Critz George was a world- 
famous biologist. In his pamphlet The Biology 
of the Race Problem he said: *‘Through all 
recorded time the Negro never invented the 
wheel, the sail, the plough or a system of 
writing. He never produced a great religious 
leader or philosopher... And in Racial 
Contours Isherwood expressed much the 
same thought when he said: *‘Such inborn 
cerebral discrepancies in the Negro could 
result in ability to perceive rather than to 
conceive, with a capacity to ape rather than 
to create, a good memory, a love of words and 


music, little liking for abstract thought, with 


few mathematical aptitudes, an inclination 
rather to take short views than long ones...”’ 

We may leave the last word to Prof. E.A. 
Hooton, in his book Crime and the Man, 
written in 1939: ‘‘Whatever may be the socio- 
logical value of the legal fiction that ‘all men 
are born free and equal,’ there can be no doubt 
that the author of this phrase deserves above 
all other men the description splendide 
mendax, translated by the English schoolboy 
as ‘lying in state.’ In its biological applic- 
ation, at any rate, this statement is one of the 
most stupendous falsehoods ever uttered by 
man through his misbegotten gift of articulate 
speech. ’’ 

So it seems that the case against the hapless 
ex-Mayoress of the Vale of Glamorgan is not 
well founded. She should seek reinstatement, 
for she has a very weighty body of highly 
learned and authoritative opinion on her side 
— or is such opinion now to be silenced and - 
the written records of it torn up, in case it may 
be thought to endanger good ‘race relations’? 


THE BORROWED LANDS 


(Contd. from page 11) 


people of British stock have achieved is quite 
simply beyond compare). 

What is badly needed is a change of focus 
and a reordering: a policy that dismisses out 
of hand conventional wisdom (after all, as 
everyone knows, the sun revolves around the 
earth) and, with open-eyed realism and 
fervour, goes out and performs the 
‘impossible’. Where there is a will... 

The Far South offers an excellent oppor- 
tunity to embark on a truly noble endeavour. 
It is a worthy focus of a national effort that 
could not help but capture the popular imagin- 
ation, while at the same time being an 
enormous national asset. Every country needs 
tangible external interests and goals. The 
current foreign policy of pouring irretrievable 
millions into that collection of lost causes 
known as the ‘New Commonwealth’ (the 
wealth is anything but common) satisfies no- 
one; neither the overtaxed citizen at home nor 
the owners of the ungrateful grasping hands in 
these ‘independent’ welfare countries has 
benefitted from it. 

But as the foundation of real national 
independence is sovereignty — unquestioned 
and absolute — it is vital that all issues of this 
kind be settled as soon as possible. One of 
these questions involves the stationing of 
foreign troops on British overseas territories. 
And, as tiny Panama renegotiated the Panama 
Canal Treaty on demand in the 1970s, so it is 
high time for Great Britain to do some 
renegotiating of its own for the return of the’ 
borrowed lands. 

George Pomfret is an American of half-British descent 


and regularly writes articles for publications in the United 
States. 


In a world of underdeveloped nations the 
doctrine of equality is a doctrine of death. 
Charles A. Lindbergh 


SIR: Appropos of James Thurgood’s article 


last month about the ‘reddening of the 
National Front’, I expect that many old NF 
members, and many readers of your 
magazine, will have seen the picture on the 
front page of the Sunday Telegraph of the 3 1st 
January, showing Front members at a 
demonstration giving the clenched-fist salute. 
Even the attendant policemen must have been 
bewildered! 

This development. confirms what John 
Tyndall has been saying about the degener- 
ation of his old movement. So sad. 

= L. FRASER 
Frinton-on-Sea, Essex 


SIR: A.J.P. Taylor has long been our best- 
publicised contemporary historian. Could 
part of the reason for his status reside in his 
‘discretion-the-better-part-of-valour’ attitude 
towards certain ‘tricky’ subjects? I quote 
from page 88 of Taylor’s An Old Man’s Diary, 
written in late 1982:- 


“The events in the Lebanon I refrain from 
discussing for a different reason. Years of exper- 
ience have taught me that one should never 
venture an opinion, favourable or unfavourable, 

on events concerned in any way with Israel or the 

Jews. Any attempt at a detached view opens the 

way for letters, telegrams, personal expostul- 

ations and, above all, telephone calls — what the 
late Sir Lewis Namier called ‘the terror by 
telephone’. He was himself a skilled operator of 
this weapon and claimed to have reduced more 
than one critic of Zionism to a nervous break- 
down. The only safe course is never, never, never 

to have any opinion about the Middle East. This is 

the course | propose to follow.”’ 

So Taylor could be allowed his little 
‘eccentricities’ in. writing of his belief that 
there was no evidence that Hitler ever planned 
aggressive war, which revision upsets the 
entire verdict of the Nuremberg Tribunal — 
plus his hint that Britain and France started 


World War II by declaring it. The establish- — 


ment could overlook these quirks, it would 
seem. Perhaps David Mellor should have a 
quite chat with AJP. ; 

M. DWYER 
Newton Abbot, Devon 


SIR: I enclose a press cutting (from the 
Sunday Post) in which you will see reference 
to ‘‘Israel’s privileged right of access to 
European Community markets. `’ 

I wonder how many people are aware of 


THE PHOTO THAT SAYS IT ALL 
National Front members give communist salute at public demo 


this? Who decides it? I do not recall reading of 
any debate about this, either in the Commons 
or in the European Parliament! 

So Britain can exclude White Common- 
wealth food products and deny access to 
European markets to former loyal allies, but 


we must break the rules of the European 


Community to appease the Zionist lobby. 
G.N.D. BARRETT 


Sheffield 


SIR: Could you please explain just what ‘Gay 
Rights’ mean? Do they mean that homo- 
sexuals have the right to assault our police’ 


with sticks, banners and bottles (as seen on 
ITV, 9.30 p.m., January 9th)? Do ‘Gay 
Rights’ give these people the right to go 
around spreading incurable diseases? 


I recently read in a newspaper article that 
the ‘Gay Centre’ in Manchester receives 
£23,000 a year of the rate-payers’ money — 
just for the ‘gays’ to meet and enjoy 
themselves. I also read in the same paper that 
orphaned and molested children were being 
neglected due to lack of cash to pay the wages 
of the social workers needed to look after 
them. 

Personally, I am greatly disturbed to think 
that rate-payers’ money is being used to help 
spread homosexuality and, with it, AIDS. I 
would feel much better knowing that such 
money was going to help these needy child- 
ren. I am sure all rate-payers and tax-payers 
will agree with me. 

PAUL LYSAGHT 


Liverpool 
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THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40. 
A sensational novel about the destruction of the white 
world by Asian immigrant invasion. 1973, 311pp. 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
Holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial syster 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. AAE A E S 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity and that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashion that are threatening our future. 1980, 
246pp. 3 

THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. Aoi ie 3 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (W ilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 


not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition, 


1981, 613pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 


plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 


192pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the 
Bilderburg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 
95pp. 

PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95. An important book on a major current educational 
scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren by pacifist 
and unilaterialist ‘educationalists’. This topical and 
factual study makes it plain that we are not simply 
confronted with odd teachers here and there abusing their 
positions but a whole network of organisations and instit- 
utions, some publicly funded, co-ordinating their attack 
on young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the government 
by members of subversive or criminal organisations jor the 
purpose of furthering the interests of those organisations. 
1979, 24pp. j 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 


Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important — 
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book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 

THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the Holocaust myth. A ringing defence 
of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN' 


(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 


‘ Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 


1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, sacked with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. É 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including informat- 


ion on previous upheavals. The author had the honour of : 


being imprisoned without trial for four years during the 
war, despite his status as a member of parliament. 
Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad) £2.50. Examines not only the seag S but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 


exploitatfon of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p. A 
scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty of justice. 
1978, 68pp. 

RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. a further 


well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 


AMERICA‘S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 


CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 


THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking : 


essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 


A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
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misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 


in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. i 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 

articles by various experts covering every aspect of 

ote disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
Pp. | 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.25. 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. | 


TRADITIONALIST’S ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years, this 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 


British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
‘1987, 591pp. 


GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 


THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (John 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
EEC. 1987, 16pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 6lpp. 


Especially recommended 


THE ZIONIST | 


Alfred M. Lilienthal 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS) 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 
A up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of 
the British National Party. 23p post-free. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 43p post-free. 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 

Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old nationalist leaflet brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. : 

Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
their views on race riots and multi-racialism and telling 
them that if they answer affirmatively their place is with 
the British National Party. Features vivid picture of riot 
area in flames. 


If only we were black... Reprint, up-dated, of a previous 
BNP leaflet, drawing attention to the special favours and 
facilities granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — partic- 
ularly the- young — to fight for their rights. 

Can you spot a red teacher? Up-dated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
- giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 

The great Tory con-trick. Entirely new leaflet exposing 
the way the Tories are currently trying to woo the people 
with patriotic slogans, while their policies at root are 
aimed at the destruction of Britain. 


What’s the dfference? New leaflet spotlighting the 
similarities between the policies of the ‘establishment’ 
parties over major issues, and the fact that only the BNP 
offers a real alternative. 


Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 
on the mainland. Lists BNP policies for Northern 
Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage charges of - 


£2.35 for 1,000 and £2.75 for 2,000. 


B.N.P. POSTERS | 

Large posters (17.7in x 25.2in) 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1981 riot photos, with BNP name 
and address and logo in red, white and blue. Limited 
quantities left in stock. Not being reprinted. 

Plain poster. Contains BNP name and address and logo 
in red, white and blue. Remaining space empty for slogan 
j ehe iy for occasion to be filled in. Available only to 
accredited BNP regional, branch or group organisers. 
These large posters cost: 1-9 at 18p each; 10-19 g¢ 15p each; 
20-49 at 12p each; 50 or over at 9p each. Estimate postage at 
weight of 20g for each poster. 


Medium-sized posters (12.6in x 17.7in) 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 


us end it! Collage of riot photos with BNP name and 
address and logo in red, white and blue. 


Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make. 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with. 


machine gun, with BNP name and address and logo in 
red, white and blue. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. © 

Support Ulster: smashterrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 


Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy-. 


ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 


Drawing of typical mugging gang. 


What’s to free speech? Up-date of poster 
produced last year showing how the state is trying to gag 
those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 


Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. 


These medium-sized posters cost: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 
10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage 
should be estimated on the basis of one poster weighing .10g 


B.N.P. STICKERS 


With slogans: - 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (Same as poster) 
Start repatriation! — ; 

Make Britain strong! (Same as poster) 

Ban imports! (Same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (Same as poster) 


Hang IRA murderers! (Same as poster) 
‘Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 


the rope! — 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! . 

Love the White Race: Protect its future! 

Abortion is child-murder: Make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: Outlaw homosexuality! 

Get Britain out of the Common Market! 


Stickers with BNP name and address and logo in red, white 
and blue. £2 per 100 plus 24p p&p. 


B.N.P. BADGES 


British National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 
free. 


B.N.P. KEY RINGS 


Key rings with attachment beating BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 


Rally ‘82: Speeches from BNP national rally in London 
on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 

Side 1: Speeches from Nationalist Unity rally in London 
on September 5th 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker and others. 

Side 2: Studio talk by John Tyndall on theme: ‘The 
coming British revolution’. 

Tyndall speaks I: Two studio talks:- 


Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage. 


(about the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). 

Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘The case for nationalism’ (the 
internationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘Tragedy of the 20th 
century’ (analysis of the 2nd World War). 

Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘Why we must repatriate’. 
Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘Foundations of the national 
community’ (Discourse on racial nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). 


Tyndall Speaks IV: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘The way to full employment’. 
Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘The racial time-bomb’ (A 
thorough demolition of the multi-racialist point of view 


Support 
White | 
South 
Africa 


and a warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if 
the multi-racial experiment is not ended). 


Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 24p p&p. 


FKOM NORWICH BRANCH 
(Orders with cash to A9 Johnson 
Place, Norwich NR2 2SA) 


B.N.P. TIES, SELF-ADHESIVE 
STICKERS, BEER MATS, BALL PENS 
& OTHER ITEMS 


3-colour stickers with BNP logo in red, white and blue 
(self-adhesive). £1.13 per 100 or £5 per 500. 


Dark navy blue polyester necktie bearing BNP logo in 
red, white and blue. £4.50 post-free. 


3-colour round stckers with BNP logo in red, white and 
blue (self-adhesive). 1'4in. in diameter: £2.50 for 250; 
£4.25 for 500. 2%in. in diameter: £3.50 for 250; £6.25 
for 500. 

Oblong BNP stickers with party logo and name and 
address (red on yellow labels) with slogans: (1) A new 
way forward for Britain; (2) Stop the riots — peace 
through repatriation; (3) Smash the IRA — keep 
Ulster British; (4) Join us now! Make Britain a riot- 
free zone; (5) Our country — love it or lose it! £3.50. 
for 250; £6.50 for 500; £12 for 1,000. 

New sticker: Every vote counts — vote British 
National Party! (red on white label) with party logo, 
name and address. £5.50 for 500. 

‘BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
and party name and address in blue on white background. 
ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 
socials. Samples for £1 or packs: £5/£10/£20 inc. p&p. 


BNP ball pens. Brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip: 
3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen: 6 for £1 inc. p&p. 
Both types of pen stamped with party name. 

Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with’ 
rubber; teric ball pen; super retractable pen. One of each 
type for £1 inc. p&p. All stamped with party name. 
BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 

A4-size holocaust leaflet/poster. 100 for £3.40. Grim 
Statistics about the forgotten victims of the real 20th 
century Soviet holocaust. Good for distribution to 
opinion-formers. 


‘SPEARHEAD’ STICKERS 


2in-square sticker advertising Spearhead magazine: £1.18 
per 100 or £5 for roll of 500. 


FROM LIVERPOOL BRANCH 
(Orders with cash to PO Box 116, 
Liverpool L69 1SH) 


MORE B.N.P. BALL PENS 
Ball pens bearing the slogan ‘British National Party — 
for race and nation’. Sample for 13p post-free. 


x *K * 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


AUSTRALIA FIRST 


A hard-hitting quarterly journal fighting for the national- 
ist cause. Includes events from home and abroad. 
Subscription rates: Aust $8; NZ $12; Others $15. Obtain- 
able from PO Box R345, Royal Exchange, NSW 2000, 
‘Australia. Overseas: Cash preferred or add $4 to cheque. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1 from: PO Box 1211, 


‘Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST SONG-TAPE 


Containing 9 songs, including: Boys of the Bulldog Breed, 
Britain is my Home, White Men Awake!, My Skin is White, 
Sons of Britain, Britain is a White Man’s Land, Members of 
the BNP, Soldiers of the BNP and Dear Motherland. 
Available at £3.50 plus 72p p&p. Copies and lyrics sent 
with each order. Orders with cash to: PO Box 75, 
Plymouth PL! 1SQ. l 
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THE EXODUS 
THAT WASN'T 


It has come to our notice during the past 
month that leading officials of the ‘Flag’ 
faction of the National Front have been 
circulating rumours obviously directed at 
members of the British National Party and 
alleging widespread defections on the part of 
BNP branches and individuals to the NF. 
Included in these rumours are the claims that 
the South Wales, Plymouth, Leeds and 
Doncaster units of the BNP have left us and 
joined the Front, also that former BNP North 
of England Chairman Stanley Clayton- 
Garnett has enlisted in the NF. 

We have checked these rumours and found 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 36p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £4.30 (British Isles) or 
£5.75 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £2.00 

: 25 copies £4.50 

50 copies £8.00 

100 copies £14.00 

150 copies £20.00 

200 copies £25.00 

300 copies £35.00 + £3.75 post 

400 copies £44.00 + £4.75 post 
500 copies £53.00 ‘ Bulk rates 

1,000 copies £103.00 )by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London'SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British 
Nationalist totally separate from other 
in order to avoid confusion 


+ 49p post 

+ £1.60 post 
+ £2.00 post 
+ £2.65 post 
+ £2.90 post 
+ £3.25 post 
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BUILDING FUND: 
£5,377 NEEDED! 


The total sum raised in contributions to the BNP 
Headquarters Building Fund during the last month is 
£710. No less than £500 of this comes from two 
sources. In one case, there is £200 from a donor who 
wishes to remain anonymous but to whom we are 
nevertheless most grateful. The other £300 comes 
from Liverpool BNP — to whom also many thanks! 

This means that £5,377 remains still to be raised. 

We hope that in the next month all supporters will 
dig deep into their pockets and do their very best to 
raise more. We have set ourselves the target of 
acquiring our HQ building sometime this year. If all 
pull their financial weight, this CAN be done! 

All contributions should be marked ‘Headquarters 
Fund’ and sent to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


£7,000 


£6,000 


£5,000 


£4,000 


£3,000 


£2 000 


£1,000 


them to be wholly untrue. The -former 
Plymouth unit of the BNP did sever its 
connections with the party at the end of 1986 
but it has definitely not joined the NF. The 
other units mentioned are still with the BNP. 
As for Mr. Clayton-Garnett, he did resign his 
position as North of England Chairman of the 
BNP last December for health reasons but still 
works to help the party in a non-official 
Capacity, and he informed our Editor only a 
week prior to going to press that he has not the 
slightest intention of joining the NF. 


COMING RALLIES 


The first two major events in the British 
National Party calendar for 1988 will be as 
follows:- 
Saturday, 16th April 
Public rally 


NORWICH 


Saturday, 30th April 
Public rally 


BIRMINGHAM 
St. George’s Day Rally) 

Both these rallies are being staged in 
support of BNP candidates standing in local 
government elections due in early May. It is 
hoped that party activists from all over the 
country will make the very maximum efforts 
to attend. Already in Norwich the increased 
BNP presence there has sparked off a panic 
among local left-wingers, and last month a 
meeting was held in the city to co-ordinate the 


‘anti-fascist’ campaign there — always a 
good omen that nationalists are making an 
impact! 


We hope to have more precise details of the 
two rallies in next month’s issue, but all 


activists who keep in touch with their 


branches will be informed in good time. 


Video-recording 
just out! 


ty rall 
in London, October st hg 
1987 


Hear:- 


RONALD RICKCORD 
IAN SLOAN 
GUS McLEOD 
Dr. PETER PEEL 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT 
DAVID BRUCE 
JOHN TYNDALL 


BNP Recordings, PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 
recording company BNP Recordings 
is pleased to announce the availability 
of its first video-recording, which is 
out this month. 

The recording is entitled ‘Rally ’87’ 
and is a film of the BNP rally in London 
held on the 31st October last year. 

On the film you can hear speakers 
Ronald Rickcord (chairman of the 
meeting), lan Sloan, Gus McLeod, 
Richard Edmonds, Dr. Peter Peel, 
Stanley Clayton-Garnett,. David Bruce 
and John Tyndall. Mr. Tyndall’s 
speech is filmed almost in its entirety. 

‘Rally ’87’ is the first of what is 
intended to be a series of video-films 
produced by the BNP. It costs £18 plus 
£1 for packing and postage. At the 
moment the video is only being made 
to play at British speeds but it is hoped 
shortly to make a version available 
which will play at American speeds. 
When we have more news on this, 
readers in the United States will be 
informed. 

Please send orders with cash to: 
BNP oe PO Box 446, London 
SE23 ZLS. 


DON’T FORGET SUBS! 


British National Party members who have not yet 


sent in their subscriptions for 1988 are requested to 
do so as soon as possible. | 


IN THE FIRST FEW WEEKS of 1988 there 


has been a noticeable increase in the rate of ` 


new recruits coming into the British National 
Party. After a long period of very slow 
recruitment, the rate of applications for 
membership has quickened considerably, as 
has also the rate at which people are writing in 
asking for information about the party. 
There is no doubt whatsoever that this is 


tated 


GETTING THE WORD OUT 


Widespread literature distribution is the 


key to party growth. Left: Doer-to-door 
paper-sales team n London led by Richard 


Edmonds (right); right: poster by railway 
station in Yorkshire 


Recruitment up in 1988! 


due to the greater sense of urgency with which 
BNP active units around the country have 
been applying themselves to the task of liter- 
ature distribution, following the training 
seminars and lectures on the subject delivered 
by party leaders last year. | 

The BNP now has the largest and most 
varied range of leaflets, posters and stickers 
to serve as publicity aids that it has ever had. 


In addition, it has now introduced a bigger. 


and better British Nationalist newspaper, with 
an extra colour and a _ middle-insert 
advertising all other BNP products. 

During recent weeks, Leicester and 
Liverpool areas have been the ones to see the 
greatest.rates of recruitment and of enquiries 


~ AVAILABLE BACK-ISSUES 


No. Month- 


141 July 1980 

-144 October 1980 
145 November 1980 
146. December 1980 


ea 
126 February 1979 :147 January 1981 


163 May 1982 

164 June 1982 

165 July 1982 

‘166 August 1982 
167 September 1982 


No. Month 
D ... 2 “è ee o 


November 1985 
January 1986 
March 1986 
May 1986 


127 March 1979 148 February 1381 


128 May 1979 

130 August 1979 
132 October 1979 
133 November 1979 
134 December 1979 
136 February 1980 
137 March 1980 
138 April 1980 

139 May 1980 

140 June 1980 
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149 March 1981 


150 April 1981 

151 May 1981 

152 -June 1981 

153 July 1981 

154 August 1981 
155 September 1981 
156 October 1981 
157 November 1981 
159 January 1982 


168 October 1982 


169 November 1982 
PEE 


176 June 1983 


177 July 1983 

178 August 1983 
179 September 1983 
180 October 1983 
199 May 1985 


And all subsequent issues 


` All copies are priced at the present rate of 50p per copy. Postal charges should be estimated on 
the basis of one copy weighing approximately 60g. Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, London 
S. 


June 1986 

July 1986 
December 1986 
January 1987 
February 1987 
March 1987 
April 1987 
June 1987 

July 1987 


222 August 1987 


September 1987 


about membership, and this indicates a 
vigorous rate of activity in both areas. Around 
most of the rest of the country, however, there 
are signs of much increased activity. Already 
things are proceeding in the right direction for 
the realisation of the aim, put forward by the 
BNP leader in his new year’s message in the 


January issue, of a 50 per-cent increase in 


membership size in 1988. Let’s keep the pace 
up! 


NEW GROUP FORMED 


During the last month a new BNP group has been 
formed in Loughton (Essex). The new group, headed by 


- Mark Wilson, has already become very active and is 


starting to attract. widespread interest in its area, both 
sympathetic and hostile. Welcome Loughton Group! 


Contact your local 
party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a 
list of the local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, fone 3 London 
E2 7BZ 

SOUTH LONDON 

PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 

Bromley 

PO Box 22, Bromley, Kent BR1 4JP 


WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 
EAST KENT 

73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 
NORTH-EAST ESSEX 

PO Box 703, Colchester CO7 9SP 
SUFFOLK 

2 Albert Road, Framlingham 
NORFOLK 

9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 
SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9Y B 
BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 
EAST MIDLANDS 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
WIRRAL 

PO Box 17, Birkenhead L41 3SF 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 

WEST YORKSHIRE 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
SOUTH YORKSHIRE 

PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 
CLEVELAND 

PO Box 67, Middlesborough TS! 4YY 
TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, Basing- 
stoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Luton, Cambridge, Brierley Hill (West 
Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, Nottingham, North 
Nottinghamshire, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, 
Halifax, Wakefield, Sunderland and Cumbria. If 
you want to make contact with any of these units, 
or start a new unit, please write to BNP Head 
Office at PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
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THE CHANGING FACE OF BRITAIN 


The smaller photo seen here was taken 
in 1962. It is of a class at King 
County Grammar School in North West 7 T ; 
London, and was kept as a momento by — 7. y : 1 
one of the pupils in that class (encircled Ae 

in the picture). The larger photo is of the 
same class taken in 1987. Note Whites 
are now in the minority! 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


And then, when being is sufficiently uprooted and waking-being sufficiently 
strained, there suddenly emerges into the bright light of history a phenomenon 
that has long been preparing itself underground and now steps forward to make 
an end to the drama — the sterility of civilised man. This is not something that can 
be grasped as a plain matter of causality (as modern science naturally enough 
has tried to grasp it); it is to be understood as an essentially metaphysical turn 
towards death. The last man of the world-city no longer wants to live — he may 
Cling to life as an individual, but as a type, as an aggregate, no, for itis a character- 
istic of this collective existence that it eliminates the terror of death. That which 
strikes the true peasant with an inexplicable fear, the notion that the family and 
the name may be extinguished, has now lost its meaning. The continuation of the 
blood-relation in the visible world is no longer a duty of the blood, and the destiny 
of being the last of the line is no longer felt as a doom. Children do not happen, not 
because children have become impossible, but principally because intelligence 
at the peak of intensity can no longer find any reason for their existence...When 
the ordinary thought of a cultivated people begins to regard ‘having children’ as a 
question of pros and cons, the great turning-point has come. For nature knows 
nothing of pro and con. Everywhere, wherever life is natural, reigns an inward 
organic logic, an ‘it’, a drive that is utterly independent of waking-being... 

Oswald Spengler 
DECLINE OF THE WEST 


THE SMALL SCREEN MEN 
by Sniper 


The light comes on, the screen goes ‘live’; 
It's news time once again! 

And, all aglow with liberal cant, 

The pifflers scoff and feign. 


All the news that's fit to tint 
With trendy black or red 

-İs trimmed and filed by each slick hack, 
To truth and honour dead. 


They are the friends of all our foes, 
The foes of all our friends; 

And all is slanted, shaped or cut 
To serve their ‘liberal’ ends. 

No use to write — they will not read; 
Nor shout — they will not hear. 
They live to serve an alien creed, 
And at all else they sneer. 

They are the oafs of perfidy, 

The mockers and the queers; 

And all their aim is anarchy, 

To wreck the pride of years. 

Think not they scarcely matter - 
Because they merely grate; 

They also serve the traitors’ cause 
Who only.smarm and prate. 


Find out about the British National Party 
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Send 30p for information pack 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS 


1 ENCIOSE..............cccccecceceeees 
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